
.-- -'-

callinq in the county.

In the interest of being responsive to the expressed

naeds or Smith county re.idant., and a. 4 vehicle tor

qatherinq data on po••ible tuture enhancements tor the ACP,

the commi••ion finda that modifications to the ACP tor Smith

county on a trial ba.18 are d•• irable. The Company and the

Staff should work together to d.etermine such modifications and

implementation schedule. Upon the accumulation ot sutticient

data the statt and tho Company ahall review the results ot the

Smith County modification to determine the teasibility and

desirability ot extendinq the modification. on a statewide

basis.

H.

The evidence pre.ented was sharply cont11ct1nq concerning

the necessity tor and trequency ot hearing. when changes in

rate. are to b. mada under the Plan !ollovinq the Company' •

••mi-annual reports to the Cotlllllission at certain required

tinancial data. Certain :neervenora propoe.d that hearings

be held every time there is any such change in rates under the

Plan. The Commission Hn.d. that this proposal is Wholly

unworkable and would defeat the very efriciencies ~hat the

Plan is designed to accomplish. Accordinqly, the Commission

determines that no hearing_ will be required with respect to

change. in rate. under the Plan, so long &. the.e changes are

within the limite prescribed by Section 77-3-2(h).

I.

The evidence was also conflicting concerninq the

nece••i~y for hearing. before modification can be made to

certain Ichedules found in the Plan. The Plan proposed by the

Company prOVided that services subject to change under the

Plan were .pacified in Schedules 4 and ~ to the Plan. T~at

propo.ed Plan further prOVided tor periodic reviews by the

COllUlli •• ion and the Company respecting any mod1f1ca~ior:s that

Ihould be made to thoee Schedules. In our view, this proposal

1. unacceptable because it places entirely too much authority

10



in the handa ot the company and the Statt, .... ithOu1: the

lateguards ot notice to persons ....ho may be attected by such

modification. to 9chedules 4 and 5 and the opportunity tor

them to be he.rd. It any moditieations to SChedule. 4 or S

are propo..d by the Company 01'.'- the Statt, an appropriate

r.que9~ to the Commission therefor muat be made, and notice

will be given to per.ens potentially affected therebyr and,

it appropriate, hearing. will be held to determine Whether

such mOdifications shOUld b. made. Accordingly, the

COllUlli•• ion order. the preparation o~ & Rate StAbilization Plan

....hich incorporate. the concluaiona in this reqard.

III. FINDINGS CONCERNING REDUctIONS

The $22.8 Million raduction in rat•• r ••ulting trom the

April 26, 1990 StipUlation presents the commission with a

pleasant dilel!lJlla; i .•. , how to equitably spread the rAte

reduction to most ettactively benetit the raeepayer. ot

Mississippi. Moat all of the partie. and intervenors urqed

that the reduction be appl:ad to area. inVOlving their

re.pective inters.t.. Thi. is; understandable tor they are

advocate•. However. the Comrnis~ion'$ charge is to protect tho

inter••ts ot all partie.. in~ervenor~, ratepayers. and the

Company. There 15 no diffiCUlty in dotermining the areas that

d••ervo conaid.ration ~or reduction. They are numerous. The

funds, however, are finite. With the foregoing in mind, we

undertake the task at hand.

'locking of 900/976 ~umber.

The Miaaissippi Public Service Commission has previously

ordered that south Central ~ell blOCK 900 and 976 numbers tree

ot charqe tor reaid~'"tial customers that request blocking.

Since that tim. it has b••n brought to the Comlllisslon'S

attention, through numerous complaints, that other classes or

ratepayers such a. churches, schOOls and businesses, also

de.ire to have 900 and 976 nueers blOCKed. Commh;aioner

Wataon ini~iated an inquiry into this ma~t.r at the hearing

11



and. South Central Sell agreed to turnhh the commiasion

information concerning the revenue lose and cost to South

Central aell to provide blocking of the~e numb.r. C=.e to all

cla.ses ot ratepayer.. The Commiesion finds that it is in the

pU!:llic intere.t to aliminate the Qxhtinq $3.75 monthly charqe

to the above cla•••• ot custom.rs tor blockinq at such calls.

Therefor., a portion ot the $22.8 Million rate reduction shall

be appli.d to this service •• s.t out in orderinq paragraph

3 below.

Extended hrea Calling Plan CACP)

Four public witn..... urged the Cowd,••ion to extend

local callinq in Smith and DeSoto Countie.. Additionally, the

Commis.ion haa received num.rous inquiries crom re.idents in

the.e two counti•• and other counti.s concerning these i ••u.a.

South Central Sell, throuqh its witness Jam•• H. Anderson,

al.o reque.t.d the Commission to extend the Area Calling Plan

tram 22 mile. to 30 mile.. Thie would allow re.idents ot all

Mis.i.sippi counties ~o call their county .eats on a local

measur.d ba.ia. The extension ot the Area calling Plan will

al.o go a long way in helping alleviate the Extended "rea

Service (EAS) probleme !acinr; many rural cU5to~er5. As

pointed out by Mr. ~nderson. intra LATA short haul toll ratQS

are at a level that substantially restricts calling to nearby

exchange.. This limits economic expan~ion trom larger cities

into the rural areas which are served by a nsarby exchange.

Reducing the•• short haul toll rates shOUld serve to open up

opportuniti•• tor economic development. !n large metropOlitan

ar••• today, cu.tomers can call locations that aro JO miles

a~ay on a local b•• ie. In many of the smaller exchanges in

the atat., it 1. necessary to call on a toll basis at these

and even .horter distances. Expansion ot the Area Calling

Pl.n to 30 mile. makes expanded calling scopes available to

cuatomer. 1n smaller exchanges on a basis similar to custo~ers

in larger exchanges. wo are convinced that high toll rates

do ereate an eeonomic barrier to the citizens ot our state and



that by reducing rat•• in these areas we will help enhance the

economic development ot the state. Therofore, a portion at

the S2~.B Million rate reduction Ihall be applied to extend

the call area trom 22 mile, to 30 miles and to include county

,.at callinq a•••t out in ordering paraqraph 3 below. This

shall be accomplished no later than ~uly 31, 1990 in those

exchange. where the Are. Callinq Plan ia currently in ettect.

ai-Jurisdictional WAXS

The Commission tinds tha~ during the pen4ency of this

ea.e, it received correspondence trom .everal interexchange

carriers requesting that the Co~ission review its policy on

e..~e requirement for jurisdictionally .eparate WA'I'S access

line.. That policy wa. set torth in Docket Ho. U-4977, in

which the Commission ordered that interstate and intrastate

WATS service be provided over jurisdictionally separate WATS

acee., line••

On April 20, 1990, South Central Bell tiled a tariU

revision (to be ettective July 2, 1990) which provided tor the

intrOduction ot a bi-jurisdictional WATS service. The

eeti~ated annual revenue i~pact on South Central Bell ot the

tiling is a reduction in rQvenues ot $770,000. !he Commission

tinds that algniticant chang•• have occurre~ in the ~arket to

the point where juri.dictional restriction. are no longer

appropriate and that customers will ~enetit rrom this riling

through the ab i 1 i ty to construct mare • (( Ie ient net:..",o rl<s.

Theretore, South Central Bdl'e proposed bl-jurlsdlctional

WATS taritf should be implemented etfective ~uly 2, 1990

and a portion ot the $22.9 Million rate reduction shall be

applied to thla service ae set out in ordering paragraph 3

below.

Bural Zone Milaag. Char;lJ

Rural zone mileage charge. are designed to recoup the

extra erpen•• to serve customers located outside the base rate

arta. The s.me charges ara also responsible tar some

cu.tomer. not being ablo to attord single line service. As

13
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.~a~.d by Mr. Anderson ot South Central Bell, the zone charge

i •• imply a tixed charge that i. added to the b••ic rate tor

cu.tomer. Who live in a rural area. In leeeping with the

universal .ervica goal ot this C~mAiesion, a reduction in zone

charga. would make telephone service more attordablc to

customer. de.irinq single line telephone .ervice. Also, by

combining zone charge reductions with ~he Are. Calling Plan

reduction., cu.tomers in rural area. can .ee a substantial

reduction in their phone bill.

Therefore, we tind that we can accomplieh our s~a~ed

qoa19 by alloc.tinq • portion of the $22.' Million rat.

reduction to all rural zone mileaqe charq.. •• eet out in

Ordering paragraph 3 below.

rntraLATA Toll Reduction

IntraLATA toll charge. are priced .bove co.t and

consequently provide • contribution to local .ervice.

Historically, intrastate rate. have been priced higher than

interstate rat.s. However, with incre•• ing competition from

the resellere and 1nterexchanqe carrier., in~raLATA toll rates

must be reduced 1n order tor South Central Bell to retain any

ot that busine•• and remain in a competitive posture for the

future.

South Central Bell, the Attorney General and Mississippi

Leqal Service. Coalition/Southeast Mis5i&&ippl Leqal Services

entered into a Stipulation on May 14, 1990. In paragraph 5

of that StipUlation the parti•• to the Stipulation suggested'

allocation ot the reduction to certain areas: one of them

beinq a reduction in intraLATA toll 1n th~ amount of $10

Million.

The updated testimony ot AT'T'. witness, Neil t. arown,

8uqqestsd a reduotion to be allocated between intraLATA toll

and local services in the amount of $12.6 Million.

South Central B.ll urqed that any reductions to

intrastate aoe••• charges must be accompanied by roductions

to South Central Bell's intraLATA toll rates. The company

14
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te.tified that .uch concomitant reductions are necessary in

order to avoid increaslnq the disparity between South Central

S.ll intraLATA toll rates and rat•• tor lnterLATA calling.

Mr. Ander.en ot South Central Bell testitied on direct

and croee-examination that intra.tate toll wa. priced above

co.t and that it was South Central Sellis intention to move

The Supre•• Court of Missis.ippi 1n rittm,n y. MPSC, 538

50.2d 387,400 (Mi••• 1989) aaidl

Under the atatute utility rate. mu.t be ju.t
and rea.onable. The statutory requiraent ot ju.t
and rea.onable ratee is .atietied when the rates are
co.t ba.ed.

Coat ba••d rat•• are a qoal ot this Commia.ion, however,

it 1s the experience at this Commission that the 90al ot coat

based rate. otten conflicta with other 90a1a at this

Commission, e.g., universal s.rvice. Additionally, moving to

coet bas.d rate. too quickly can result in rate ahock to the

local suDscriber. The commi•• lon views coat ba••d rates as

an ideal, a yellow brick road that w. tread deliberately and

diligently with full knOWledge that countervailin9 goals may

prevent our arriving at the qoal ot totally co.~ based rat.s.

Ther.tor., a portion Of the $22.8 Million rate reduction shall

be applied to intraLATA toll as set out 1n Orderin9 paragraph

3 below.

Lit.line program

Leqal S.rvices witn... Roqer Colton advocated the

in.titution at a litel!n. proqram 1n Missis.ippi and urged

that a portion at the $22,800,000 rate reduction b~ used to

implement such program. Thi. Commission is coaaitted to the

ideal of univeraal telephone service and we are very Much

aware of the .pecial n.eds of v.ry low incom. ratepayers. We

have dir.ct.d the Company to til. two (2) .eparate tarit!s

which .iqnitlcant1y address the n••ds ot low income customers.

Th. first at thes. was Link-Up Mi.ai.sippi, which was approved

in May ot 19". This plan hal been succe.stul 1n pro~oting

15



() oubocriborshlp am~~~f~!!~~f:h~~;~h~~~~·:i~~I'{~r!?~~~~
the need tor increa••• in ba.io local exohange rat... The

second taritt tilad by tha Company to address the needs ot low

income

by the

cuat01ll8r. wa. the Area c;a1linq Phn (ACP),as ordered

Commbaion in Docket 'U-!5~~4. .The·· ACP'';a'~~~i~i~h~<dtto',ii~f;
';: ;', ~':, ~.; ,t.,';',· .)- , -' ~ " - .

!:..

income telephone sUbscriber.. Testimony aupports bath· the

need to further refine .... the,ACP and implement a Liteline
~/ -:~y~:;::{ ~';'f;~:i~F' ~ "

Service otterin; which· woulcl be available to all person.

meeting the el1qlbility requirements to be established tor

the program. Liteline i. a lederal assi.tance prQ9ram whereby

part or allot the tederal .ubscriber l1ne charges are waived

to the exten~ that in~ra.tat. rate. tor the.e customers are

likewise reduced. Theretore, tor tho.e cuetomers who meet

the eligibility requlr.~ent. forth. liteline ,.ervice
" ,~ "

otterinq, the ColllJfti•• ion tind. that the ACP monthly rate

.hould be reduced by $1.00. The Commission with input from

the Company and Legal Service. will develop a Lifeline plan

consistent with this ordar tor the purpose at submission to

the red.ral Communications COlMlission to secure plan

cartitlcation and thereafter ACP monthly rates shall be

reduced aa ••t torth above •
. \ :.;

;; . ~-;', :';--:.'~':"

Therefore, a portion ot ~he $22.8 Million rate reduction

Intra,tate Acce., Charge.

parac;raph 3 below.

ahall be applied to th••e services e.. set Qut in Orderinc;

Prior to divestiture AT'T and the Bell Operating

Compani,. were siblings as is.ue of "Me. Bell" and shared many

cOlllJllon intereet•• ,S1nce,'dive.tl1:urethe1r.-colllllon. interests
.,; ..<~ ,1~+.~':'-:' :,.,~.•l#~,:,~~::.",')!,,.,~~:~~~~r·~~l~l,~~~~~, '_~?:~~.~i~" , -, .._,~._- :-, ',' -;':~ '-".:' ;', "'~ :~ -'/:

., have diainilbed.,.nd·:·' ., -1~_,:'·~t',·n\i~~~1\tor,th.' tOrller, sib,iinc;s 'i-:>\.'
-:1:_~;::t~~'~Y~4!~~:'~'~;{'~;:?ri:ir-~;'kt::,':~}~" _.'-' "",'. " ,'" _ - ',' ·~.:~~iiil\>?::~'~~i~~:~:~~~}~~~:~~~;·_ ..~> :~--Fj;~~-:;
.'",'to·,aCJree"·~o'idl..ne:. -••ueithat·~AT''l'-and·South,Central - 0

. !'.' .~. ,~.'.
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aqr... with taken by the, company, the At.torney

::'t~.'1i;'";;':i~,;~.,r,'~'.i"~~~!:~:?M!1t~~~r},.~;.and .,,+n~.;~,~~~l~~1!~?~,~,M2:2(:?t.',Theretore,

l'
O

l"tion 01' Million rat.a reduction shall to be

applied to th of int.rast.ate ace••• charqes as .,t.
L'orth in Ord. ph J below.I

I
!, IT IS, OERED by the Commi••ion that:

the

In orderiedby our Findings herein.
<':k A ' ••

and it."Pl~l1lenta,~a~eStab.ilitation

j·~-J?~·rr:~~:~";f;{*t~f~~~ntP~~!{:~~~·~r;~;~~:':Q~:,,-.;/;~'.1~"~::'~;"'_:

; ~~~):<~~~'j~{~,!,~~r~ ~t_:;~iI:~~~;:~~.~~~~~~~~~'~/ ,\C_~~~'f;l-;

.'. ",~,~,rtlby.:"... a~~pts;, .. and.."orders the
'. ,<,l_F~:-,'l;~""·'.l'_·..~·;::-,'··'i\~~~~~~~",·,"'·;r":,;'~;-~··"""'" ..\:,\, ;'<'/•• _' ~~

ss1nippi:Rate ':Stabilization Plan in
. -f,:'-·~·.'~;'J;.jj" '.~ ~:~~-,_._ i. -i:., ..... ,""/:f:::'" . .' ,_ ': ., ,.; '..,..'"

the November 15, 1'89 Plan filed by

1.
It (8 be.t interests 01' Mi~~issippi

raeepayer., "h
~ his Commission, and the company for
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Acce..
B'duce intrlsta;. originlting~

Ind termina;ing cCLC ;owlrd
the int.rstate l'YI1

3. The ~ompany shall immediately til., to become

etfact:!vew1th .' bil~lin(1.. period~on-,.an4,.atte:'.;'JUly:,.1'~'~f1990, ,:';.
":. _" _' " ,"". __ ,_.:<~;." __ ',' ' '. :~~ ~,/,'·:::-::~~f(~tt!1~~fi)~~~~r~~J~/-:'< ~..:;~: ~:.:~:~:~·.'~-'~J:~:~]/';~~fl~<1~:::-1i~f;?'~;::;;t_li·,~~' ~~.:} '" - ':'~;t<-.: ~~~~lr:

;·;':.2i;10':·1i·;,:,,/\,·:,H:&4~~~!~;::·. i.~lI!lXc.pt:.,a.~()~efJ'!ise·"'" ,~~E?~t'-i,,~e~~~~ i~~.d~t~r'lra,· nctl~
-, "-,' '-,' - -~"-" :' . .j .• \~ ... ;'.v,,;' -'''-. ',: ._ -." ,,:' .-._:;;~;_"~-~~~:! ',' '~;:ry~~~;?~-V>I'-.:- f?:':I~ :::'y',::.I':'c:r(}'<'<'·:, -:<:t~,.::;;:·~::':;~t\~:;<:,.:-/~-:;/i~'.··':~·';'~!~~f

charge., to reduce its '.' ratee by an annual. amount ot;
~·\7,<~_.:~~:~>·:;';"-' --,:' -~ ~:,:. ''L -.,;:;:.,:t;",i. r.\~~:I;~.';'- ",.,

Toll
MIS Rates

lO,OH

Rural Zone Hileag. Charg•• 2.!5M

)
D.Soto Coun;y

Smith ~ounty

1!5!5M

.07tS

Blgcking
Fr.e blgcking o( calls tg 976/900
nUmb,rs (rom bu'in",e" church",
and Icho2.l.1

,017M

4 I This Order con.titut.. the final Ord.r ot this

c~mmil.1on in this cau•• , and supersedes and oupplant. Iny

interim or other prior Orders h.rein to the extent thae any
,;;;,...

" 'J,":' ,,",_;;:,:...'j.""-~"~" ;~:;~\

her.ector. iliad. 1n thi. Ordtr is accepted andadopte4 a. an

ultimate tin4inq ot tact and conclu.1on ot law by the

COllUllileion.

ORDERID by the COllUllladon this

.~"1t,o.
the J r~ay.01:

.,..'::-:~<·~~~Z,'~~";'ii;.~\~~k,.~·i~
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ATTACHMENT A

1. Residence Basic Exchange

2. Business Basic Exchange

3. PBX Trunk

4. Public telephone

5. Private Line Intrastate

6. In WATS

7. out WATS

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

carrier Feature Group A Intrastate

carrier Feature Group B Intrastate

carrier Feature Group C Intrastate

carrier Feature Group 0 Intrastate

Billing and Collections Intrastate

operator Services

Directory Assistance Carrier

15. Directory Assistance Intrastate

16. Custom Calling

17. Touchtone

18. Inside Wire-Embedded

19. Miscellaneous

20. Emergency Services

21. ce~trex (ESSX, etc.)

22. sca IntraLATA Toll

.- : \-."r

If a service listed is not now provided or ceases to be
provided by the company it is automatically deleted from the
list.



BEFORE THE
HISSJ5SIPPI PUBLIC SERVICE CO~SS~ON

·~I.,_,: -'.,t.\vlt;t::
•-, ""io'l',-:<tOiIJ9-tlN-S4S3
.. 11.- .-- NF89-14~

sOO'l"R CElfTRAL BELlo
TELEPHONE COKPANY
(I.D. NO. ~-123-000i-OO)

IN RE: NOTICE AlID APPLICI-'UON OP
SOUTH CENTRAL BELL TELEPHONE
COKPANY FOR ADOPTION AIm
U'IPLEHEN'1'ATIOM or- A RAft
S'l'ABILIZATION PLAN FOR ITS
MTSSISSIPPI OPERATIONS

STIPULATION

Pursuant to Section 77-J-47 ot the Mississippi Code o~

1972, &5 ...nll6d, ~. Public utilities Staff ot' the Kls&is~lppi

Public Service commission, the Attorney General af th~ State of

Hi.aissi~~, Mississippi Leqal services ~~alit1Qn .nd SOdthea8t

Mia$!ssippl Leqal Services, and South Central Bell Telephone

Co~pany (the ·coapanyn). do hereby aqree. ~tipul.te nnd

designate specific issues upon vhich said parties have agreed.

The staff and ~G Co~pany suhmit these stipulations tor

acceptance and adoption by tbe co~.ission_

(1)

The Company's 1990 forecasted actuaL capital 6truc~~e ot

61.55\ equity and 3R.4S\ debt !s the appropriate capital

structure.

(2)

'l'he totGl ~n\1b..dd..d cost of the COllpany I s lonq-t.era and

1I1l.0rt-tQrl'l dabt llS 8.67\.

(3)

for purposes u£ i~lement:in9 the MississipPi R~te

stabilization Plan, the ~.te base for 1990 is stipUlated to De

$1l76,075,OOO.

(4)

The on~oin9 aver...e iIlY....tlllOlont: hl\lIu< of the COmpilnY shall

be calculated in a~cord~nce vith Exhibit A a~taohod her~n.

(5)

For purposes or ibplementinq tne Mississippi Rat.

Stabilization Plan, the lncome for 1990 is stipuLated to be

$110,828,000.

P8pr,e 1 of 3
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(6)

The rate of return range for use in the Mississippi Rate

Stabili~ation Plan is stipulated to be 10.74\ to 11.74\ return

on average investment base (Rate Base as defined in Exhibit A) .

(7)

south Central Bell will reduce rates effective on the date

of the implementation of the Mississippi !tate Stahilization

Plan bV an annual amount of $22,800,000. Such reductions viII

be applied to various rates in accord with the commission­

determined SChedule of priorities tor rate changes as

estabiished in the commissionls order.

(B)

in principle. rate stabilization plans such as the

Mississippi Rate stabilization Plan should work to the benefit

of the regUlatory process and the Mississippi ratepayers.

(9)

It is understood by the parties that the term Mississippi

Rate Stabilization Plan as used in these stipulations shall

mean the rate incentive plan finally adopted by the Public

service co~roission and not necessarily the Plan with the terms

as p~oposed initially hy South central 8el1 •

.These stipulations and agreements are made and entered

into by and between the Public utilities staff of the

Mississippi public Service Commission, the Attorney General ot

the state of Hississippi, Mississippi Legal Services coalition

and Southeast Mississippi Legal services, and South central

Bell Telephone Co~pany, and are submitted for acceptance and

adoption by the commisaion this the clio~ day of April,

1990.

PUBLIC UTILITIES STAFF OY THE
MISSISSIPPI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

BY: ~i~~ll~~~
Director of Public utilitie~

Po.90 2 of 3
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SOUTH CENTRAL BELL TELEPHONE COHPANY

By: JliL:rq.;tt~~
~Ohn M. McCullouch

General J,ttDrney

AT'l'ORNE'l GENERAL OF THE
STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

By:

R=96%

MISSISSIPPI LEGAL SERV~CES COALITION
SOUTHEAST MISSISSIPPI LEGAL SERVICES

By:
John Joplin

Page 3 of 3
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EXHIBIT A

IN'l'RASTATE RATE BASE CALcULATION

1. Telephone Plant .1n Service
2. ~.~.phgne Plan~ Under Construotion - Short Term
3. Property Held for Future Telephone Use
4. Xnvest~ent in Bellsouth Services
5. ~aterial and Suppliea
6. Cash Requirem.ents

7. 9ross Investment (1+2+3+4+5+6)

8. Depreciation Reserve

9. Net Inv••tftent (7-8)

10. Accumulated Deferred Income Taxes
11. Working Capital *
12. Customer Deposits

13. Rate BasQ (9-10-11-12)

• An a.ount totaling $22,626,000 will b. deducted in
de~Arminin9 the Rate Base used in tha semi-annual reporting
under the Mississippi Rate stab11taation Plan until a Lead/Lag
(Working Capital) Study Is agreed to between the Company and the
MPaC.Staff. If no agreement is reached l this issue will be
decided by the MPSC.

07-03-95 04:45PM P6~5 423



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have this 17th day of July, 1995

served all parties to this action with a copy of the

foregoinq RmSPOMS. ~o DATA RBQUBST by placinq a true and

correct copy of the same in the cnited states Mail, postage

prepaid, addressed to the parties listed below.



Honorable JOieph Chachldn
Admintstrative Law Judge
Federal Communlcatlolll Commission
ZOOO L Street, N.W., Room 126
W••hiDatOD, D.C. 20554

VlebbUlll Video, Inc.
b, its attorney!
Mlchael S. HorDe, EIq.
Kurt A. WImmert Esq.
Co.maton .It BUI'IiD&
1201 PellalylvanJa Ave., N.W.
P.O. Box 7566
WashIDpon, D.C. 20044

KatbleeD M.H. WaDman
CbIeI', Common Carriei' Bureau
by ber attomeys
John C. Bays, EIq.
John V. Giusti, Esq.
Federal CommUDicatiolll CommiIfJion
2000 L Street, N.W.
Wablngton. D.C. 20554

Kenneth P. Moran, Esq.
Aceouotinl 6: Audits Braneb
Federal CommuDic:aUoDl Commission
1.000 L Street, N.W., Room 812
WubiDgton, D.C. 20554

Te1ecable AIIoclateI, Inc.
MIuUIlppi CablevlJion, Inc.
MluiuIppi Cable Television AIIodaUon
UACC Mldwellt, Ine.
dlb/a United ArtIsts Cable Mississippi
Gulf CoaIt·
b, their attoroey
Paul GIIIt, Esq.
Cole, Raywid It Braverman, L.L.P.
1919~vanIaAvmue, N.W.
Suite 100
WuldJllt0D, D.C. 20006

MilllJsippi PubUc Service Commission
P.O. Box 1174
Jackson, MS 3921!


